APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: TWI Associates, Ltd. PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 3.9 Acre Property Located West of River
Road in River Grove, Cook County, [llinois (Section 27, T40N, R12E)

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-977 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office []Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330), An approved JD 1s an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

X There are no waters on the project site.

[ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[C] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[X] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including ail waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent” ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams {including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

oo O OO

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OO00O0C0O0OX RO

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):

There are no wetlands on the project site.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

clear, natural line impressed on the bank [] destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [] shelving
[[] changes in the character of soil [J other:

X  wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

(X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
BJ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[C] Area under consideration is not likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated July 5, 2006, prepared by RAL
[1 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: Date:

Approved by: Dk | Date: SEP 6 Zwﬁ

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrelogy). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

* Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Mr. Paul Gerardi PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: West of the Intersection of Gary Avenue and Foster
Avenue in the City of Bloomingdale, DuPage County, Illinois/West Branch DuPage River

FILE NUMBER: 200600217 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [_]Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[[] There are ne waters on the project site.

L] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

B4 There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural pends).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X XXX

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: LOMBARD.

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LOMBARD, HA 143.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LOMBARD, 1993.

U. S. Geologicail Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: Wetland Report prepared by Planning Resources Inc. dated September 2004 (revised January

HOXCOORKKIXK

2005)

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland areas A and E are isolated wetland areas. Wetlands B,C
and D are jurisdictional waters of the U.S. that have a hydrological connection to a tributary of the West Branch of the DuPage
River.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [shelving
[1 changes in the character of soil [] other

] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[[] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a}(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
(] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

e
Recommended by: Date:

G396

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wettand Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).



? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also

adjacent.

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: 200600217

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:
County:

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Diedra Willis

Date: ¢~ 1372 @
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&) pate:T 't

In the office

At the project site

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

88.1219552105744

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:

(Y/@ Date:

Illinois
DuPage
41.9644512085732 & -

West Branch DuPage River

Type of aguatic resource’
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Other water (identify type)
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

Jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] O O O X
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that [ ] ] O x
cross state lines?
[s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] ] [ ] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? L] 0 0 [ ®

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to 2pply to onsite, non-j

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area,

urisdictional, isolated,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [] Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Eagle Rock Community Church PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY:: Southeast of the
Intersection of Messenger Circle and 159th Street in Homer Township, Will County, lllinois
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-956 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [|Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[[] There are no waters on the project site.

Bd There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[_] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[(] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

{T] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.¢., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO0 O 0Ood

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MOKENA.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MOKENA, 204,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: MOKENA, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name¢ & Date): Homer Glen, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OO0OXOOXNKXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetiand | and 2 are isolated and therefore not jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[C]  the presence of litter and debris O]  shelving
] changes in the character of soil O other:
[  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

E Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7}
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratery Bird Rule criteria
] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: — S — Date: /f g{%? 0 Q
S Date: /¥ Fg(o S

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) {i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Approved by:

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WA

TERS

RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK

COUNTY V, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-956
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Melyssa Navis Date: 15 September 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N}

At the project site (Y/N) Date;

Date: 15 Sept 2006

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed;

SITE CONDITIONS:

Illinois
will
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Other water (identify type)
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Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area,

Migratery Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by [ O ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O ] ] O X
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O L] L] [ ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [l O [ ] e

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Blrd Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -

rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate com
connections; and paragraph 4 - site information on waters of the U.S, occurring onsite):

merce




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Mallow Construction PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southwest of the Corner of Pauling Road and
Center Road in Green Garden, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1135  PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ ]Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

[ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

|_] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

[0 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

[C] The presence of a tributary {0 an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

|Z1 The presence of wetlands adjacent” ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

[J The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[C] Other:

]

Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: FRANKFORT.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: FRANKFORT, 231.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: FRANKFORT, 1990,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date): Frankfort, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Cther information:

OOOXCOXRKXK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): There are no wetlands located on the subject property.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
[0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank  [_|  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris ] shelving
[ changes in the character of soil [0 other:
[0 wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a}(7}
[] Area under consideration is likely te have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[X] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: - (_j - Date: /K&WE é

J
Approved by: ~— [ — Date: /CP S e o

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

% Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.
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APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Crown Community Development PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: 200600186 (LRC-2006-23440) PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

("] There are no waters on the project site.

U] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

D There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[C] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1)}

[[] The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

X The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

(<] The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

X The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[ Other:

] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: SUGAR GROVE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: SUGAR GROVE, HA 227.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: SUGAR GROVE, 1993,
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):2001

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on: 2/7/2006

Other information: FEMA FIRM map, NRCS Farmed Wetlands Determinations

XXX XXM

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 and Wetland 4 drain to Blackberry Creek, which drains
to the Fox River, a navigable waterway, and are therefore jursidictional. Wetland 2, Wetland 3, Farmed Wetland 1, Farmed
Wetland 2, and Farmed Wetland 3 do not exhibit a surface water connection to a navigable waterway, and are therefore not
subject to Department of the Army regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

X clear, natural line impressed on the bank [0 destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[Z] the presence of litter and debris [] shelving
[0 changes in the character of soils [J other:

™ wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(=)(2), or 328.3(a){4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
& This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated October 2005 , prepared by Hey & Associates, Inc. (With
Exception of Wetland 1).
(] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

3 - Date: ﬁ* 2 2 0,6

Approved by: o — Date: S - 2 2 =0

Recommended by:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (j.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetiands on agricuitural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

 Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent,



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicage
FILE NUMBER: 200600186
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER:

Kimberly Fisher Date: 9/22/2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 2/7/2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property {including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

[llinois

Kane

41-48-46.8170, 88-27-26.3395
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Other water (identify type)

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknowa
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] | X [ ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [J O X O d
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? L] L] ] O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O [] ] pxy| ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [ 1  Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Sisk Companies PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Located East of Route 52, North and South of
Smith Road in Manhattan, Will County, Illinois
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-929 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office []Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

X There are no waters on the project site.

] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[ There are waters of the United States on the project site.

(] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a){2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

O Odd

[

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: MANHATTAN.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: MANHATTAN, 211.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Will County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: MANHATTAN, 1990.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerials (Name & Date):Manhattan, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOOROMORRKK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed on the bank  []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris ] shelving
] changes in the character of soil ] other:
]  wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
(X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
] Arca under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
X Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[l This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

[J This office does not confirm your wetland boundary
Recommended by: -5 "" Date: e =7 &’7;-"7‘" Oﬁ
Approved by: — 38 = Date: 28 JEL =€

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Amy Corps of Engineers, Chicago District
APPLICANT: R4 Enterprises PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Intersection of Evergreen Avenue and 2nd Street in
Unincorporated Glendale Heights, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-851 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [_] Office [X]Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action., (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[[] There are no waters on the project site.

[X] There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site, -

[_] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

(] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent’ ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

Ofn X [O0od

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: LOMBARD.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LOMBARD, HA 143,

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LOMBARD, 1993,
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: August 2006

Other information:

OXXOOOXKXIX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The one wetland area within the project site does not appear to have
a hydrological connection to a jurisdictional waters of the U.S.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [shelving
(] changes in the character of soil (] other

[_] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

BJ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

(] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(2)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

— —_— —
Recommended by: ‘5 Date: GZ—,Z’-S 0(.9

Approved by: Date:

‘Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-851

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Dat

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office
At the project site
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State:
County:
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

e: September 25, 2000

) Date: September 25, 2006
Y/N) Date: August 2006

Illinois

DuPage

41.8985585015 & -88.0748435044
2.41

East Branch DuPage River
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UOOOOEOOO oo
UOOOOOOOoOoOEao0
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'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Oceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by (] O ] ] X
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] ] | O K
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? ] [ ] [] | X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [l [] | X

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary 0 Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce

connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurrin

g onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Elburn Station Plaza LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1071  PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ |Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved ID is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

[Xl There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

|1 There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

|_] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.
[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))
[0 The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))
[] The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US, (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))
[ The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring} to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))
The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).
] Other:
(] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELBURN.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELBURN, HA 229.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELBURN, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):1932, 2002

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM map

ROXKOOXKXXIX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 does not exhibit a surface water connection to a
navigable waterway, and is therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[0 clear, natural line impressed on the bank [] destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris [J shelving
[0 changes in the character of soils [0 other:

[J wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
DJ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[ Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

["] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
B<  This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

S

Recommended by: Date:

7~2/—2¢

Approved by: —J — Date: > —z 72 o~

'Wetlands are identified and delincated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.¢.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1071
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED:
At the project site

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State:

County;

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):

In the office Y {Y/N)

Date: 9/21/2006

Date: 9/21/2006
(Y/N) Date:
Ilineis

Kane

41.88261, -88.47375
9.6

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:
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Other water (identify type)

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors's If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qccur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O O X O ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] ] X O [
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ ] O O [ ] ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] O []

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Thomas and Mary MeagherPROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Lake County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-630 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X Office DField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. {33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[ There are no waters on the project site.

Xl There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

(] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[0 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[T] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)}(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudtlats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X O0O4a

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: LAKE ZURICH.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LAKE ZURICH, HA 208.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LAKE ZURICH, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. 8. Geological Survey 15 Minute Histeric Quadrangles: BARRINGTON 1961.
Aerials (Name & Date):2004

Advanced ldentification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.

Site Visit Conducted on: 8/29/2006

Other information: FEMA FIRM map

RN

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): A pond exists on the subject property, but it does not exhibit a
surface water connection to a navigable waterway and is therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [destruction of terrestrial vegetation
(7 the presence of litter and debris [shelving

[ changes in the character of soil ] other

[} wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

BJ Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[X] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(2)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated . prepared by
™ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

A ————————
Recommended by: S B Date: 7"’/7'0 Q;

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

! Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-630

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher Date: 9/19/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:

At the project siteY (Y/N) Date: 8/29/2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State; Illinois

County: Lake

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.16841, -88.06474

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 2,05

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac 1-3 ac 3-5 ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake ] [ L] L L] U 0 U
River L] L] [l L] L] [ 0 L]
Stream L] L] L L L] L L] L
Dry Wash | [ L U [ ] [ L L
Mudflat ] ] L Il Ll L] [ L]
Sandflat L] [] L L] LJ U L] L
Wetlands _ L] L L] Ll L [] L
Slough ] L] L] 0l Ll L] L] L]
Prairie pothole [ O | [ [ ] O ]
Wet meadow ] ] O ] ] O (] O
Playa lake ] L] O D L L] L] [
Vernal pool ] L L] L] L] L] Ll L]
Natural pond 1 X [l O ] O 1 O
Other water (identify type) O ] 1 O ] O [ ]

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] O X ] ]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that | [] O X O O
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ ] ] O X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ (1 O Cl

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary ] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Village of Elburn PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: L.LRC-2006-701  PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2}

Based on available information:

[} There are no waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

U] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.c., navigable waters

of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

[C] The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

[0 The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

[ The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

BJ  The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[ Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: ELGIN.

U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: ELBURN, HA 229.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: ELBURN, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Agrial Photographs (Name & Dale):2002

Advanced Identification Wettand Maps: KANE COUNTY

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information: FEMA FIRM map

ROXROOXXCX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetland 1 does not exhibit a surface water connection to a
navigable waterway and is therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[C]  clear, natural line impressed on the bank [] destruction of terrestrial vegetation
(1 the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
[ changes in the character of soils ] other:

[0 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
{71 Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[J Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[J This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
X This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: — S —— Date: ?'_/ ?‘0é

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology}. Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S, SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-701

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher Date: 9/18/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 9/18/2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Ilinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.89198, -88.470399

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 7

Name of waterway or watershed: Lower Fox River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-F0ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L] L U | L [ ] 0
River L L] L] L] Ll L] L |
Stream I L] L | L] L] | | |
Dry Wash L] L] L] L L l | ]
Mudflat L L] L L L L | L]
Sandflat L L] L L L] L ] O
Wetlands X Ll | | Ll L [ O
Slough | (] L] [l [l [] ] O
Prairie pothole ] ] N 3 O ] [ [
Wet meadow ] 1 [l O | [ d ]
Playa Iake O |0 0 [0 w Cl 0 O
Vernal pool O (00 |0 O 0 0 O
Natural pond [ O] [:l D O O ] L
Other water (identify type) L] ] ] ] ] [ ]

!Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Qccur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O ] & ] (]
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O [ | O ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? (] (] (] Xl ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [ L] O] X ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicabilify of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isclated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [ Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —-
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

Il

- * APPLICANT: Wyndham Deerpoint PROJECT LOCATION/'WATERWAY: Kane County
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-889 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: (] Office []Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[[] There are no waters on the project site.

B There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[_] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[J The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1)}

[C] The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

[C] The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

[C] The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7}))

B The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[J Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed
X U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: HAMPSHIRE.
M U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: HAMPSHIRE, HA 459.
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Kane County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: HAMPSHIRE, 1978.
|1 U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: )
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):1991, 1995, 1996, 1997, 1998, 2001, 2002
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: KANE COUNTY
[[] Site Visit Conducted on:
Bl Other information: FEMA FIRM map, NRCS Swampbuster Map

XX

RIX

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): Wetlands 1, 2, 3, and Farmed Wetland 1 do not exhibit a surface
water connection to a navigable waterway, and are therefore not subject to Department of the Army regulations.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[]  clear, natural line impressed on the bank []  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [] shelving
[0 changes in the character of soils [0 other:

[(] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:
B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a}(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
BJ Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratery Bird Rule criteria
] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[ Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries

[C] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[ This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.
-— - — -
Recommended by;: Date: Cf 20 -Q C
Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



.

INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-889

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kimberly Fisher Date: 9/20/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 9/20/2006
At the project site (Y/N} Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Kane

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 42.02295, -88.55555

Appreximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres); 186

Name of waterway or watershed: Kishwaukee
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac T 1-3ac | 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >SOac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake [ ] L | ] L] L [l L
River ] L | CJ 0 L | LJ
Stream L L] Ll I L] L] L L
Dry Wash | [l Ll ] g [l ] [l
Mudflat [] L] L] L O ] L
Sandflat L Ll L L a U L O
Wetlands L X L] Ll L L U [
Slough L ] B L] Ll L] [ U
Prairie pothole [ ] O | ] ] ]
Wet meadow ] ] ] OJ ] C] [ O
Playa lake L] O Ll ] L] ] L U
Vernal pool [l ] 1 [ U ] ] O
Natural pond L L] L | Cl L L O
Other water (identify type) O O [ O [ 1 O ] ]

TCheck appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors’: If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O ] x| O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that [} (] X [ ]
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O L] C] [] ]
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O L O ]

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT?: Salvatore C. MiglorePROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 16W556 Timberlake Drive Near Willowbrook,
in Unincorporated DuPage County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-852 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: X Office DField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

] There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[[] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination;

[[] There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

[C] The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

(] The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

[ The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

BJ  The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[] Other:

] Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service Natiocnal Wetland Inventory: SAG BRIDGE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: SAG BRIDGE, HA 149.

USDA Natural Rescurces Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: SAG BRIDGE, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY..

Site Visit Conducted on: August 30, 2006

Other information:

CIRXOILLINKCXE]

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland area onsite does not appear to have a hydrological
connection to any traceable hydrologic connection therefore the onsite wetland is isolated.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

] clear, natural line impressed on the bank [destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[ the presence of litter and debris [[Ishelving
{71 changes in the character of soil [] other

[] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[X Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

I_] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[ This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated May 8, 2006, prepared by Christopher Burke
Engineering.

[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

7/{? ~0b

Date:

NACSIGNED o

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

Recommended by:

Approved by:

! Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-852

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: September 18, 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office @) Date: September 18, 2006
At the project site ) Date: August 30, 2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: llinois
County: DuPage
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.7290825015 & -87.9476154985
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 1
Name of waterway or watershed: Sawmill Creek

SITE CONDITIONS:

Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake [:I D |:| D ; D D D
River :| D |:| D L] D Ij D
Stream :] I:l D D L D D E]
Dry Wash D L] [l :‘ O [ D O
Mudflat D |:| :] j D : D []
Sandflat j D :] I: D :/ D D
Wetlands X ] ] [] 1 L] L] Ol
Slough [l Ll ] Ll L] Ll L] [
Prairie pothole |:| [l L] |: D L] L] L
Wet meadow |:| | :l |: D : Ll D
Playa lake O ] O O L] (] | U
Vernal pool || [:l l: ; :l :l |:] ;
Natural pond |:| D ': L :I l___| |:| L]
Other water (identify fype) O OJ ] O ] (] [ []

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Qccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] W] ] O X
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that ] [} ] [ X
cross state lines?
15 or would be used as habitat for endanpered species? [ ] (] [] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? ] ] 0 [] X

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X]

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVYED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Village of Crete PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Southwest Corner of Old Monee and Route 1
in Crete, Will County, llinois
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-719 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office [ ]Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

(] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[ There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[ There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[0 The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent” { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

oo O ood

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: STEGER.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: STEGER, 209.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Secil Survey for Will County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Topographic Maps: STEGER, 1990.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

U. S. Geological Survey 15-Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Acerials (Name & Date):Crete, 1997

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OOOXOOXKKK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland located on the subject property is isolated and therefore
not jurisdictional,

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
clear, natural line impressed onthe bank ]  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
] the presence of litter and debris [ shelving
[0 changes in the character of soil ] other:
[XI wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[J Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(2)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[T] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
4 This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated March 2, 2006, prepared by JFNew.
[l This office does not confirm your wetland boundary

Recommended by: "‘ —5 - Date: /¢ %ﬂ& ¢

Approved by: — 85— Date: 7 TE e

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-719

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Melyssa Navis Date: 14 Sep 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 14 Sep 2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Illinois
County: will
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41'25'34.70 & 87 37' 57.26"

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):
Name of waterway or watershed:

SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aguatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknown
feet

Lake ] D [l D ; [l L] |:|
River |:| D Ll O] L1 D D D
Stream [l D [ O [:] l: D D
Dry Wash ] O O O O [ |:|
Mudflat O ] O O | | | |
Sandflat [l ] L] | [ [l L] L]
Wetlands L L X Ll L] L L] ]
Slough U L] L] O L] Ll 0 L
Prairie pothole |: ] D ] 0 D :‘ O
Wet meadow |: |:| [l Ol |___| j ]
Playa lake |:| D D |:| D D ; :]
Vernal pool l:] D D L] L] D | :l
Natural pond ] [l ] ] L] ] U (]
Other water (identify type) O O O O O ] O 1

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isclated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Knawn If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted | Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] ] O O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O 8] ] [
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O 1 [] O x|
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O | [] | X

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: IDOT PROJECT LOCATION/'WATERWAY:
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1086 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [] Office DJField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(| There are no waters on the project site.

There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

(] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

B There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[J There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[T] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport

interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters

of the U.8.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

{T] The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(2))

I_] The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)X3))

[ The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

[ The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

[ Other:

[ Section 10 waterway.

Information Reviewed
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory: LIBERTYVILLE.
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LIBERTYVILLE, HA 88.
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Lake County.
. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LIBERTYVILLE, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Date):
Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: LAKE COUNTY.
Site Visit Conducted on: September 8, 2006
Other information:

OXROOOXRKEK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The on-site wetlands are hydrologically connected to the Skokie
River through drainage ditches located in the north and south portions of the parcel. A field visit verified jusirisdictional
wetlands on the property but did not verify isolated depressional wetlands as noted in the submitted "Mitigation Site
Assessment".

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natural line impressed on the bank [Cldestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[] the presence of litter and debris [[Ishelving
B changes in the character of soil [ other

B4 wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

[[] Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
[C] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[0 Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328 3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
[l This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by

[X] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary '
Recommended by: ' - / Date: ?// /é;
- I .y -
Approved by: ORi Date: SEP 12 2006

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.c.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAYIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V., U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1086

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Kathy Chernich Date: September 11, 2006

PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office (Y/N) Date:
At the project site Yes (Y/N) Date: 9/8/2006
PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:
State: Nlincis
County: Lake
Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates:
Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres):

Name of waterway or watershed: Des Plaines River
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1ac | 1-3ac | 3-Sac | 5-10 ac 10-25ac | 25-50ac | >50ac Linear Unknown
feet
Lake 0 0 0 0 = O 10 &
River L] Ul ] [ L] [] L]
Stream [l U [l Ll L (] ] []
Dry Wash Ll L Ll L | [ L L]
Mudilat L] [] [] Ll Ll L] ! Ll
Sandflat Ll L U [ L] [ Ol ]
Wetlands (] O O (] O B4 ] (]
Slough Ll L | (1 Ll L] | []
Prairie pothole [l ] ] O [l O ] ]
Wet meadow O O O O O ] [ 0
Playa lake L] L] Ll U L] ] Ll L]
[ Vernal pool [ ] D D E D D E:l
Natural pond ] ] 1 [ [ [l [ ]
Other water (identify type) 4| [ ] ] ] ] ] [
Drainage Ditches

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] [ (| O
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O | X O O
cross state lines?
| Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] ] I_] U
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? (] [ X

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Ridge Property Services II, LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 4.87 Acre Property Located At
11230 Addison Avenue In Franklin Park, Cook County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-999 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [ JField

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

(] There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

DJ There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

(] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® { bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

OO0 O ood

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventory:
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: .
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

0 4

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):
The linear wetland located on the northern portion of the subject property does not exhibit a hydroiogic connection to a navigable
waterway and are therefore not regulated by this office.
Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

clear, natural line impressed on the bank [  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[J the presence of litter and debris ] shelving
[J changes in the character of soil ] other

] wetland boundary
Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

B Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)}(7)
[] Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
B Area under consideration is not likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

[] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
] This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated , prepared by
[0 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

o

Recommended by:

Approved by: Date:

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (7 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soiis and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

2 Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER:

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffler Date: $/6/2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 9/6/2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Hlinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.942768 -87.905785

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 4.87

Name of waterway or watershed: Silver Creek
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5 ac 5-10 ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake O 10 0 10 [ m 0 O
River 0 10 g 10 [ ] 0 O
Stream L ] | | L L] L] L
Dry Wash Ll [ | [l Ll L] ] Ll [
Mudflat | U | L [ | L [ [J
Sandflat O 10 o 10 0] 0 O O
Wetlands Ll Ll L L] | B 0J ]
Slough [ | O L] [ | 0] [ ] Ol [ ]
Prairie pothole | ] ] ] ] O 1 ]
Wet meadow ] ] ] O] ] ] ] ]
Playa lake O ] (] O (] O ] []
Vernal pool [ ] ] ] [l ] ] ]
Natural pond ] ] ] ] ] (] ] ]
Other water (identify type) 4 ] ] ] [ ] [] ] ]
Detention basin

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by O U O X [
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that O O [} X |
cross state lines?
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? O [ ] L] [] X
Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? O ] [ O [

'Cheek appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: . Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 - site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including informatioa reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 —site information on waters of the U.S. cccurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Ammy Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Ridge Property Services II, LLC PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: 5.71 Acre Property Located At
110] Franklin Avenue In Franklin Park, Cook County, Iilinois

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1025 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: ] Office []Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For Sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealable
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

$& There are no waters on the project site.

X There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[_] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

(] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

B There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site,

[C] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.8)) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands"). (33 CFR 328.3 (2)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent? ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, pramne potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

0o O 0O0o

Information Reviewed

U. 8. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetland Inventery:
U. S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Cook County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps:

U. 8. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:
Aerials (Name & Date):

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps:

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

LOO0O0OXKOC

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above):
The three wetlands located on the southeastern portion of the property do not exhibit a hydrolegic connection to a navigable
water and are therefore not regulated by this office.
Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:
O

clear, natural line impressed on the bank [0  destruction of terrestrial vegetation
[0 the presence of litter and debris [0 shelving
-] changes in the character of soil ] other:

<] wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

D Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
I Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[J Area under consideration is not likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

(] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
(< This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated July 25, 2006, prepared by Christopher B. Burke
Engineering, Ltd.
[ 1 This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: Date:

Approved by: | ) I Date: SEP 6 2006

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from cther waters of the U.S. by man-made dikés or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET
DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago

FILE NUMBER:
REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Paul Leffier Date:
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office Y (Y/N) Date: 9/6/2006
At the project site (Y/N) Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: Illinois

County: Cook

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.943897 -87.901840

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 5.7

Name of waterway or watershed: Silver Creek
SITE CONDITIONS:
Type of aquatic resource’ 0-1 ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac | 5-10ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac >50 ac Linear Unknown

feet

Lake L] L L [ ] L] [ | ] [ ]
River O 10 10 [0 O 0 O O
Stream L] L L [ U 0 L 0
Dry Wash [ ] O] ] L] L 0 [l
Mudflat L] [] L] | W L] 0 L]
Sandflat L] L L] E] L] L L [
Wetlands 4] ] ] [l [ ] [ ]
Slough [ | L] Ll L] L L L
Prairie pothole O [} 1 O O O O ]
Wet meadow [] ] O [ ] (] 1 ]
Playa lake ] L] L U U L] L Ll
Vernal pool L [ ] ] L L] L] L
Natural pond I___| ] ] J D ] ] [l
Other water (identify type) ] ] [ ] ] [ ] d

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-
jurisdictional aguatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known If Unknown
Use Best Professional Judpgment
Yes No Predicted Not Expected to Not Able To Make
to Occur QOccur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by ] g [ d [
Migratory Bird Treaties?
Is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that W] ] ™ | O
cross state lines?
1s or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [] ] ] [] X
Is used to irripate crops sold in interstate commerce? O ] ] ] =

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

TYPE OF DETERMINATION: Preliminary [] Or Approved [X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 —site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 —
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):




APPROVED JURISPICTIONAL DETERMINATION DECISION DOCUMENT
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Chicago District

APPLICANT: Louis Pranno PROJECT LOCATION/WATERWAY: Located Along the West Side of Rohlwing Road Just
North of Route 20 in Bloomingdale Township, DuPage County, Illinois

FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1101 PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [X] Office [_{Field

Approved Jurisdictional Determination (JD) (For sites regulated under 33 CFR 320-330). An approved JD is an appealabie
action. (33 CFR 331.2)

Based on available information:

[} There are no waters on the project site.

™ There are non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

[_] There are waters of the United States on the project site.

[] There are both waters of the United States and non-jurisdictional waters on the project site.

Basis of Jurisdictional Determination:

[1 There are no jurisdictional waters of the United States present on the project site.

[] The presence of waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport
interstate or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide (i.e., navigable waters
of the U.S.) (33 CFR 328.3(a)(1))

The presence of interstate waters (including interstate wetlands'). (33 CFR 328.3 (2)(2))

The presence of a tributary to an interstate water or other water of the US. (33 CFR 328.3 (a)(5))

The presence of wetlands adjacent® ( bordering, contiguous, or neighboring) to interstate or other waters of the US,
except for those wetlands adjacent to other wetlands. (33 CFR 328.3 (a}(7))

The presence of an isolated water (e.g., intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,
sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds).

Other:

Section 10 waterway.

00 X 00d

Information Reviewed

U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service Naticnal Wetland Inventory: LOMBARD.
U. 8. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas: LOMBARD, HA 143.

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for DuPage County.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Topographic Maps: LOMBARD, 1993.
U. S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Historic Quadrangles: .

U. S. Geological Survey 15 Minute Historic Quadrangles:

Aerial Photographs (Name & Date): Aerials express 2004

Advanced Identification Wetland Maps: DUPAGE COUNTY ..

Site Visit Conducted on:

Other information:

OORROOKKKK

Rationale for Basis (applies to any boxes checked above): The wetland area drains into a roadside ditch offsite which goes into
a storm sewer, therefore the wetland area is non-jurisdictional.

Lateral Extent of Jurisdiction (33 CFR 328 and 329):
Ordinary High Water Mark indicated by:

[ clear, natura!l line impressed on the bank [Jdestruction of terrestrial vegetation
[[] the presence of litter and debris [shelving

] changes in the character of soil ] other

[ wetland boundary

Basis for Declining Jurisdiction:

X Unable to confirm the presence of waters listed in 33 CFR 328.3(a)(1), 328.3(a)(2), or 328.3(a)(4) through 328.3(a)(7)
B Area under consideration is likely to have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria
[] Area under consideration is not likely have been jurisdictional under pre-SWANCC Migratory Bird Rule criteria

] Headquarters declined to approve jurisdiction on the basis of 328.3(a)(3) [attach copy of HQ rationale]

Confirmation of Wetland Boundaries
B This office concurs with your wetland delineation report dated March 2006, prepared by Cowhey Gudmundson Leder,
Ltd..
[] This office does not confirm your wetland boundary.

Recommended by: 1 ‘ 1 ST D Date: %”C —&

Approved by: ____ | ] pae: OEP 6 2006

'Wetlands are identified and delineated using the methods and criteria established in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (87 Manual) (i.e.,
occurrence of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and wetland hydrology). Processes for determining wetlands on agricultural lands may vary
from methods described in the Corps Wetland Delineation Manual (1987).

? Wetlands separated from other waters of the U.S. by man-made dikes or barriers, natural river berms, beach dunes, and the like are also
adjacent.



INFORMATION SHEET

DETERMINATIONS OF NO JURISDICTION FOR ISOLATED, NON-NAVIGABLE, INTRA-STATE WATERS
RESULTING FROM U.S. SUPREME COURT DECISION IN SOLID WASTE AGENCY OF NORTHERN COOK
COUNTY V. U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

DISTRICT OFFICE: Chicago
FILE NUMBER: LRC-2006-1101

REGULATORY PROJECT MANAGER: Diedra Willis Date: September 06, 2006
PROJECT REVIEW/DETERMINATION COMPLETED: In the office % Date; 7—& —°&
At the project site (Y, Date:

PROJECT LOCATION INFORMATION:

State: [linois

County: DuPage

Center coordinates of site by latitude & longitudinal coordinates: 41.953883 & -88.032567

Approximate size of site/property (including uplands & in acres): 0.26

Name of waterway or watershed:
SITE CONDITIONS:

Bpe of aquatic resource’ ~ [ 0-1ac 1-3 ac 3-5ac E—lﬁ ac 10-25 ac 25-50 ac > 50 ac Linear Unknownj
feet
Lake O 10O 0 0 ] O O | O |
River 010 g O m N ] 0
Stream UJ | O | L [l L] | L
Dry Wash O O L] | L Ll L []
Mudfiat [ O] L] ] Il | Il O
Sandflat L] [l L 0 U B | [
Wetlands g D L__] D E [:[ D :] j
Slough [l E] U L L] L] L] ] H
,_P;airie pothole D ] 1] 1 [] [ [:] [] ]

Wet meadow ] ] ] ] ] O] [ ]
Playa lake L] [ 0 (] O ] [l
Vernal pool [:l D [ D [] [ ] ]
Natural pond ] | Tl ] | [ ] ] ] L[]
Other water (identify type) O ] O il ] il O 1 E

jurisdictional aquatic resource area.

'Check appropriate boxes that best describe type of isolated, non-navigable, intra-state water present and best estimate for size of non-

Migratory Bird Rule Factors': If Known 1f Unknown J
Use Best Professional Judgment
L Yes | No Predicted" Not Expected to Not Able To Make T
| _to Oceur Occur Determination
Is or would be used as habitat for birds protected by 7 O [ O £ & W
Migratory Bird Treaties?
is or would be used as habitat by other migratory birds that 1O [ [} | X
cross state lines? }
Is or would be used as habitat for endangered species? [ O 10 | X ]
| Is used to irrigate crops sold in interstate commerce? [] O 1O O X

L'Check appropriate boxes that best describe potential for applicability of the
non-navigable, intra-state aquatic resource area.

Migratory Bird Rule to apply to onsite, non-jurisdictional, isolated,

TYPE OF DETERMINATION:

Preliminary [ Or Approved X

OPITIONAL ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SUPPORTING NJD (e.g., paragraph 1 — site conditions; paragraphs 2-3 -
rationale used to determine NJD, including information reviewed to assess potential navigation or interstate commerce
connections; and paragraph 4 — site information on waters of the U.S. occurring onsite):



